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I am writing to add my voice to the other complaints you have received about Judge Elizabeth
Leith. My father died in late 2024; he had no will. My mother had died before my father; I was
executor for my mother’s estate. I applied to be executor of his estate. I was one of his two
surviving children; my sister Lucy supported me as executor. I was challenged as executor by
my late sister’s son, Ethan Vasquez, and his realtor/advisor Patsy Rudnicki. I appeared recently
before Judge Leith for a hearing on that challenge.

I was shocked at how Judge Leith ran the hearing. She was arrogant, overbearing, interrupted my
counsel constantly, rolled her eyes constantly; acted as if she was highly impatient to get the
hearing over with; ignored multiple rules for how a hearing should be conducted; and sua sponte
decided issues not raised before her involving members of my family who were not present at the
hearing.

I appeared in person, together with my counsel. Ethan did not appear on time. Some time after
the hearing was supposed to start, he appeared pro se on Zoom, without having previously
requested a virtual hearing, and orally requested such a hearing. This was improper; under
Colorado rules, an advance motion was required, which could only be approved for good cause.!
No advance preparations had been made for a virtual hearing. For example, Ethan provided no
documents to us in advance, nor did he provide any at the hearing. In the hearing, he and his
realtor/advisor repeatedly referred to documents that no one had.

A standard requirement for a virtual hearing is that a witness must be visible on screen; Ethan
often was not. Instead he was moving around and looking away from the cameras. His
realtor/advsor could be seen and heard whispering to him, and had her own camera turned
downward to show only a tabletop.

This violated Colorado Rules of Civil Procedure, Rule 43. Judge Leith refused to enforce this
rule. Ethan and his realtor/advisor claimed that his Ethan’s brother Marshall Throp was present
by phone; this could not be verified and in any case is not valid presence, which requires a
person to be visible and announce him or herself.

It is absolutely improper for a witness to be coached on how to answer a question. We could
hear and see, on the Zoom call, Ethan’s realtor/advisor coaching him and whispering to him on
how to answer; Judge Leith refused to intervene to enforce this rule.

A person, such as Ethan, may appear at a hearing either pro se (without counsel) or through
counsel. There is no third possibility. In practice, Ethan’s realtor/advisor ran the hearing on his
behalf, as if she was his counsel. Judge Leith should have allowed her to appear only as a
witness, if called as such.

At the hearing, my counsel attempted a direct examination of me, but was repeatedly interrupted
by Judge Leith. Ethan and his realtor/advisor were allowed to cross-examine me with far fewer
interjections by Judge Leith. Ethan claimed that he had a copy of my father’s former will (which
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he had revoked), and that a handwriting expert had concluded that I had forged this will. This
was utter hearsay. Hearsay first because the will copy was never provided to us or the court.
Hearsay second because the supposed conclusion of a handwriting expert would be hearsay, even
if the will copy had been produced, because the expert was not there to testify or be cross-
examined. Judge Leith overruled my counsel’s objections, telling him to “be quiet.”

My father’s only meaningful asset was his house. However, due to the amount of the mortgage,
plus a major flood that occurred around the time of his death, leading to substantial damage,
including mold plus asbestos in various places, which the insurance company claimed it was not
responsible for repairing, I concluded that there was not meaningful residual value, and proposed
to allow the mortgage company to sell the house as is. In making that decision, I obtained an
opinion from an electrician that the flood had severely damaged the electrical system, which
would need to be rebuilt, largely from scratch; and an opinion from a structural engineer that due
to the mold and asbestos, a standard market sale was not possible; the house was not in condition
to be sold to a buyer who planned to live there. I also had no funds to pay for repairs, or for a
fight with the insurance company. If I allowed the mortgage company to take over the house,
then any proceeds, above the amount of the mortgage, would go to my father’s estate and be
divided among me, my sister and Ethan and his siblings. Ethan believed that the house should be
fixed up first and then sold.

My decision on the best way to address my father’s house and its poor condition might have
been right or wrong, but it was carefully considered, based on careful investigation of the
alternatives, and was surely reasonable. I stand to receive one-third of his estate, and have every
incentive to maximize estate value.

Judge Leith also allowed Ethan and his realtor/advisor to make outlandish claims that I had
received a check from the homeowners insurance company and cashed it for personal gain. He
provided no evidence, and this is simply false. Here too, he should not have been allowed to
make this claim, with no documentary evidence. My counsel attempted to object; Judge Leith
ignored his objections.

At the end of the hearing, having been provided with not a single document concerning the value
of the house, the amount of the mortgage, the cost of repairs, the dispute with the insurance
company, or my father’s prior will, Judge Leith decided that I was “incompetent” to be executor
and appointed Ethan to be executor instead.

Ethan is now convinced that Judge Leith will rule for him, regardless of evidence or rules of civil
procedure, and is threatening to sue me; for what, I have no idea.

All T ever wanted, and still want, was a fair hearing before a judge who would follow the court
rules and rule based on the evidence before her. I cannot get such a hearing before Judge Leith.

Sincerely yours,

/s/ Vicki Vasquez



